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Foroword

This roport is 2 nodificetion of & dissortntion submittod to
the fooulty of the Depertnent of Psychology of the Stato University
of Iowe in porticl fulfillnent of tho roquiromonts for the IheDe
dogroae It wos carricd out, in port, in conncetion trith o projoct
concorned with tho influonce of nmotivetion on porformoncce in loerning
undor Contrect N9 onr-93802, Projcet R 151-107 botweon tho Steto
University of Iova and tho 0ffico of Noavel Roscerche .

The writor is indobted to Nrse Ie Ee Farber ond He Pe Bochtoldt,
undor whoso dircction this invostigation vies complicted,

A 1ist of tho rcports mado thus for under tho abowve controct 1s

glvon on page 22,
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Prodictive Veluo of & Revised Ferced Cheico Form

cf tho lianifost /nxicty Seale

fRodman P, Kabrick

Tho predictive utility of the foylor inxicty Scele (17, 18) has
bocn demonetratod in a variety of situstions, It has beon shown, among
othor things, that anxious 8s, i. ¢,; Lhose obtaining high scores on the
Taylor Scele, mive mere conditioned oyeclid rosponsce during beth condi-
tioning (11, 13, 1L, 17) and oxtinction (11) than do nonenxious Ss, ard
tond to glve more rosponses to both positive and negetive stimull in dif-
forentizl oyolid conditioning (L, 12). In verbal leeraing situctions,
tho offsct of anxicty upon lewwl of verrornance hes beor shovm to depend
upon the spocific natvre of the oxperimontel tesk, If tho strengths of
the corroet rosponse tendencies axro rolatively hiph, enxious 8s tend to
porform bettor than nonanxious Ss; if, howevar, the strengths of tho
corrcct tondoncios eare weale rolative to thnso of tho incorrect tondonciles,
the lovol of porformance of anxious Ss has boon found to be inforior to
that of nonenxious gs (3, 9, 16). .

Llthough the items wsod in the Teylor A-scclo wore sslectod by cline
icol msychologists as indicative of anxiety, leineman (3) has rocently
pointed out that scaroe on this tost may be influencod by 2 response sat,
which is porhaps not clocely rolated to anxicty, 1o make socially favor-
ablc sclf-jndgaonts. Tvidenes to support this supposition consists in

the positive skevmness of the distribvtion of scores on the f=-scale stande-

gadization group and in the high negative correlation between the MMPI X~

scale and the f-scale (1, 3).
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In ordor to roduce thu pessidlu offcets of such a favorebility
factor, licincnan (2) consbructcd a forecd choice vorsion of the fe-scele
vhich rcquires Ss to rospord to two of throe ﬂr0u~od statcmonts, con-
sisting of an anxicty statcme:h, a nonunkloty stotomont which is peired
in termo of favorebility writh tho anxioty statomcnﬁ, and & third ﬁon-
anxioty stetomont difforing in favorability from the other two. Hoine~
man showod that nso of this forcod choico scalo was offoétivo in corroct-
ing the pooitive skownoss of tho /~-scalo distribution and in rcducing tho
corrclation botwoen enxiety scoros and tho K-scale, o also domonstrated
that rousponscs to tho furcod choice scule wrove relatively insonsitive to

. doliberete faiting induced by instruction to Ss to respond so ag to give
tho bcst poesible impression of thomsclves.

fdditional findinzs by Taylor, Ferbor, and Kabrick (15) aleo ine
dicated that the forcod choice form vias not 2o susccptiblo to a faver-
ability cffoct as tho L-scelo. Thus, vwhon both tusts vicro administcrod
in a singlo sossion, L~scelo scorcs wore significantly higher whon tho
tost was givon boforo rathor than after the forecd choice scele, The
forcod choice scoros, howover, were si-nificantly lower whon it was givon
beforo rather than after the lL-sceles Tt appoarced that fevorability
offocts on thc /[-scale transfurrcd to the othcr test tekon subscquently,
whorcas tho lack of fevorability offocts on the forced cholice form affcctod
scores on tho /i=-scalc taken subscouently, os a rcsult of the rocall of
previous rosponscs and tonduncics to consistoney, |

Vhilo the forcod choice scalo scomod to roduco thi offocts of favor-
ebility, its predictivo utitity, as comparcd vidth tho Taylor f-~scalc, was

not cvaluated by Heincman, Fwrthermors, tho vording of 28 of the partice
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uler anxioty items usod by Hoeincman (3) hus wrecently beon modificd by 5
Teylor (18) in ordor to improvc thoir conprohcnsibility, Tne proscnt
investigetion, thercforc, was concorncd with the followings the con-
struction of a forcod choico form of tho rowordod Toylor scela; an anal-
ysis of tho rovised form in torms of its rclisbility, ﬁormativo chrractore
istiqs, and corrola%ipns vwith othor stalos; a comparison of the rovisad
form viith Hcinomen's forcod choico scale in these rospucts; and the invose
tigetion of tho relative predictive utility of tho rcvisod forced choilco
scalo and tho rovorded Teylor scelo in a difforontial oyolid conditvioning

situetion end in a wrbal loarning situaticn,

Procoduro

1 Construction of tho Roviscd Forcod Choico Scalc
Tho forccd choico enxioty scalo constructed by Heinunan (g) usoed two

sots of enxioty statcmonts., In ono sot of 50 itcms, or blocks, designeted

TC-1, tho aniicty statomonts vore thoss wsod in the Toylor /.-scalce In
the socond sct of 50 blocks, dosignatod FC-2, the anxicty stetements woroe
not part of the Toylor Scele; but consistod of itcms whosc corrclation
with tho total scorc on the lL-scalc was greetor than JL40. The total

teet of 100 blocks wes disignetid ['C-T,

EatSE b Ll

Tho rresont reoviscd foreced cholco form, bescd on the rovorded A-
scele and roforred to horcaftor s QU'C~1, is ossentially a rovision of
FC~1 end consists of 11 blocks which arc idonticel with thosc uscd in
Heinomants FC-1, and 39 bleciks which have bocn roevisode, .nxicty sboto- .
mﬁnta iloro dofincd as the 50 items of the rowordoed fi-scale (10). Non-

anxisty statcments wviere dofined as tlose itoms of the 'TIPI and Vicsley
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Rigidity Zcals vhich wore Judged by cithar nora, or ondly onc, of the
five clinicime uscd by Teylor as incicutivo of wenifost emxloty; or,
if not reted by the cliniciens, which corrcleted 24 or loss vith tho
Toyla A-scelc.: The RFC-1 scelc and Heincmen's FC-2 scalo woro come
bincd in a 100=block test bookiot (RIC-T).

RFC~-1 included the 28 enxicty itoms rcwordoed by Teylor (18) end
also incorporatcd the folloving additionel modifications: only ncga~
tivcly wrordod steteacnta or only | csitively irorded statements vwuro
groupcd in ony onc blocl; for this purposo cirht of Heinomants FC-1
blocks wrcre reviscd; throeo otir FC-1 blocks nonteining unrowordcd
enxicty itcms, vhosc fevorability indices in the present study diffoerad
by ,20 or moru from thosc obteinud by Huinceman for these same itoms,
vere also roviscd,

To obtnin en indcx of the social favorability of the rovrorded
enxicty statomonts, tho 240 itoms of the 1952 Iowe Biogrephicel Invon-
tory2 containing tho rovordod Taylor scale vere ratcd by 102 Ss from
bepinning psycholoy closscs on tho samu 5-point scclo usod by Heinoman,
The mean ratings tlus obtaincd viere usod in tho proscnt stﬁdy es thoe
favorebility indiccs for roavorded anxiety items and for the 1l unre-

viorded anxicty itcus in thosc bLlocks vhich woro rcviscds The mean

o Bemnrs

1 The rclevent data worc obtaincd from an unpublished study by
re« Hs Pe Bochtoldt,
2 This form of the Iova Blographicel Inventory slso contains tho
F, K, end L sceles of the MMPI, the Vesloy Rigidity Scalc \20), a Hostil=

ity Scalo (7), and ‘clsh's (19) amxicty itoms,
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avespbility votines chtoined by Haoineman vore used es the fevorability
indices for 21) nonanxioby itoms £8 woll es for tho anciicty items in
thoso blocke rcteincd intact from Heincmen's eealo,

In aceordencs with Hoinoments gonerel procoducc, oach roviscd forcod
clloice block consistod of throc stotcmontss an anxicty statoments; a none .
anxicty stetoment whoso mcen favorability did not 4iffor by wmoro then 13
from that of tho enxicty stetumouts and a sccond nonanxiocty statomernt
whoso moen favorability difforcd from that of the anxicty stotoment by
.85 or mercs Othor critoria used by Heincman in the soiccetion of itoms
for tho construction of forcud cioico blocks wero also followed in thoe

prosaont study,

Seoring

S8 wero instructed to indicato the one itoem most descriptive and
the itom lonst doscriptive of thumsclves in cach blocke The scoring
procoduro considered enly ﬁho endoty iten and its matehing nonanxioty
item 4in oach bleck, and corrosponds to tho Koy 2 scoring of FC-T dis-
cusscd by Hoinomen (é).

Subjccts
Tho RFC-T vas administcrod to 221 and 273 Ss rospictively in succos-
sivc somcsturs of an introductory psychology coursce [ total of 24 Ss

vore oliminatoed bocause of incomplotn thst scores or failurc to follow

instructions, /linalysis of scorcs a3 bascd on tho romaining 211 Tall
Scricster and 259 Spring Scmostor Ss.
#cll Somoster Ss took the 1952 Iuwn Bicgraphiczli Inventory about

10 vicoks pricr to the edumiinistretion of tho RPFC-T scalo. In teking RFC-
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5e rocordnd theiy snswire on an IRsacrcd enewer sghect, end 104

83 rocorded thelr answers on tho conventioral hand-fcored anmicr shoct,
Spring 3omenter 33 were given botl the 1952 Iowa Biugraphical Inventory
and tho RFC~T ccalo in o singlo sossion, with 127 3Ss taking tho 1952 Lowa
Biographic~l Inventory first, end 132 3e tekirg tho RFT-T scelc first,
For 211 Spring Scmester Ss tho hand-scovrod answer shoct was uscds

Cut~ofl points dofining anxious and nonanxious S8 wore sct ot tho
intervel limit noarcst the 20t!n and 80th por contiles 4in the diztribu-
tinn of scorcs, Sinco inspection of tho Fall Seouosier distributions
indiected thet the moens end SD's of tho group using tnc [EM ensver
shoct wore similar to thosc of the groun using the rconvintional ens-
wor shuct, cutting points wero basod on the combined distiibution of
scorcs for both groups. Sinco the twro Spring Semester distributions,
Lovcvor, wore shown to be influenced by scquence of administration (15),
sepernte cutidng scores woru ostablishoed for oach,

Tour catcgoriue of Ss wre soloctod from the oxtremos of the various
dictritutionss The L5 Ss (22 mon, 23 wamcn) vhosc scorcs fell in tio
ummer oxtremo of thie roworded Ji~scalo, but nov ia the uppar oxtromo of .
the RFC-1 distribution composcd the H. group; 46 &s (11 mon, 35 vromon)
vhose scores wero in the upnor oxtrone of the [FC=1 cdistribution, but
not in tho upper oxtreme of the rowvoeded L-scalo distribution viorc desig-
natcd o8 tho KFC group. A similar procodurc utilizing tho lower oxtromos
of tho distribubtions rusultid in the classification of L8 Se {22 mon, 26
vomen) in tho low i-sccle (LA) group; aad 3h 38 (23 men, 11 women) in the
low farced choice (LFC) mrong,

From thc total of 163 Ss thus sulceted, criterlien measurcs vore

w WNT NSOy G P 1 TPl e TN B Tagren:

- ta s amn s




7
analyzed for 62 $s (13 IL., 13 L., 18 HFC, and 13 LFC) who participated
in a differential oyolid eonditioning oxporiment and for 68 Ss (16 H.,
18 L., 16 HPFC, and 16 LFC) who prrticiputod in a verbel loesrning oxpori-

mcnt.3.

Critorion Tesks

‘Tho proccduro for tho diftcrentiel cyclid conditioning oxporimont
hes bocn doscribed in e atudy reported by Lponco ond Ferbor (12). In
tho verbal loerning cxpoeriment, criteriel ncesurcs wero obteincd on a
1ist of 12 peirs of two-syllable adjoctivos having no moaningful simi-
larity among the stimlus torms nor auong tho raosponsc torns, but with
& high sssociation betwocen cach stimulus and its rosponeo torm, &8 shovm
by Haagen (2)¢ The list was prescentod on a Hull-type memory drun, with
the stimulus torm oxposod fér two scconds, followod by a twowsceond
oxpusuro of both turms of tho pair before the next stimulus torm appcarcd,

Trials viorc continued to a critcrion cf two succossivo crrorloss rocitaes

tiona,

3 Both of thosas experinents woro cerriod out as part of & projoct
vnder contract with tho Nffico of Revel Noscerches Tho prosont data for
difforontial oyoclid conditioning arc tekon from thosc ropcrtcd by Spence
and Ferbor (12, Experiment II), omitting thrco Ss (1 HFC, 2LA), in order
to mrovido proportionelity among the groups for purposes of stetistical
analysis, Tho proscnt data for verbal loarning woro taoken from an une
published study. Five Ss' (3 K., 2 HFC) in vorbal lcarning wore discard-
cd to provido proportionality,
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Rosults snd Discussion

Helaticns Among fovisod Fersed fheice Scale,Rewobded Aaschilp,: ond faseulo

Sinco the corrcletions amonn the scales Yor cech of the four groups
(1. 0., IB! answer shoct, hond-ssored ansiwor ghoot, roworded L-scalo pro-
cocdng TC-1, ond RFC-1 precoding tilo i=8calo), voro found tc wo hono-
gencous, ascording te tosts of honiogenity of corrolcation botwoen groups
givon by Ricor (}g), thcy wcro combinod, giving a sirgle acorc fer cach
rolebtione Woblo 1 presents tic irtorcorrolations among tho rowordod fie
scelo, APC=l, FC~2, and tho Ketceolo for tho combinod groups, ond clso;
for purposos of comperison, tho intorcorroleticns among tne hemologous
indices reported by Hdoinomeon (g_).h Tho intcrcorrolations, in tho prcsunt
stndy, among thoe verious enxioty seslcs, i, ., tho rovorded /.-scalec, RFC=-
1, ond FC-2, wsro all of similer magnitude, abeut..60, significently lowor
(p € o00L) than the test-rctost coofficicnt roported by Taylor (i8) for
tho rowarded /~scnlc. Thie nogativo corrcletions of tho K-scolo with
RFC-1 and wvith FC-2 worc significantly lower (p ( #001) then thet bo-
twioon tho K-se2lo and the rovorded /i=scelc,

Conparisons with carospoiding corrolations found by Hoincman
ahoﬁcd that only tho corrclation of RFC-l with FC-2 difforcd significeont-
Wy (p 01, £t =2.082, df = 66l;) from a corrcsponding corrclation obtain-
cd by Lotucmen (FC-l end FC-2), Tho corrolation betvieun the tvo scts of
FC itoms in tho proscnt tcst appoars to bo cbout the samo os that botimen

the prcsont test and tho Teylor fi-scalo,
p

L The corrcsncnding scclics in tho presunt tcat and Hoincments
rospcetivoly, erc: RIPC-1l end FC-1; FC-2 and FC-2 (’dentical); aad 27C-

T (RFC-1 plus FC-2) ond FC-T (FC-1 plus FC-2),
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Teblo 1
Corrclntions .mong thc Ravorded f-scele, RFS-1, FC-2, end K-Scelo
in Prcscnt Study (N = 470) ond in Hoincmen's study (N = 209)
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Roliability

Intirncl conelsteney cstimetos of roliahility werc commuted for
the rcwordrd [=scelo, FC-1, end F2-2, using .tho Kuder-Richarc¢son Torm=
ule 21 {5). “Tcliebility cstimates for the four grouns were combined on
the brsis of Rider's (;._O) tast, of hmmogenoity. The everege viithin group
catincbes of relichility erc jrescnved in Teble 2, topother with thoso
given by lcinemea (3) for tho corrcsponding scelcs.

The roeliability coefficionts for RFC-1 snd FC-2 scorcs wicre sipn-
i dcantiy lovor (p_ < .071) than tho rcliv.bi.lity of tho roworded /~8calc,
In turn, -1 scorcs Vure 1ess rclieble then FC-2 scorcs (p < .01).

Comporcd with H.oinomen's dete for FC-1, ¥C-2, and the .-scelo,
R7C-1 vwirs significenily 1liss rilieblou then FC-1 (p_ <.OS), esd FC-2
in the presont study vies lcss roliable then Heinoman's FC-2, although
this diffcrince wes not significant, In vicwr of thu reduccd veriebility
of QIC~1 scarvs indicrted belov, the lowver rclictbility of RFC-1 may havo

rcesulted, in pert, from e docrccse in discriminction cmong Sse

Wormativc chercoctoristics

Teble 3 nres.nts the meons, medions, SD's, ond ranges of scorcs for
the rovorded J.-scrlc, RFC-1, and I'C-2, o8 vcll ns thosc given by Heinoman
for tlic corrcspyonding scelis,” (Theso nometive dete do not include the
RFC-1 scorcs of the 127 Ss vho took tho forced choica form irmediatoly
after teldng the rowordod J-scrle, since thoir scorcs on RFC-1 difforod
significantly (p ¢ +01) from thosc of the othur throc groups. Thoy
also do nect jnclude the roworded ..-scalc scorcs of the 132 Seg vho took

this test immediatoly eftur the forcud choico forn, since thoseo Ss
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Tablo 2

il

lioliobility Cocfficicnts (Inturnel Consistcney) and Stonderd Wrrors

of Measurcment of Roworded ..=-scelo, RIFC~l, and FC-2 in Fresent

Study (N = 470) and in Hcincmonts Study (N = 209)
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Reworded fi=3cale (..) 35
RFC~1 (FC-1) | 56
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Table 3

Sunmery Stetistica for the A-scale, 1I'C-l, and (=2
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Prcesent Study

NP1 '343*%* 1 30.20 | 30 5.19 | 13 «lg2

Fc-2

—— e e e —

470 129.25 | 30 5,85 9 - L

Heinonen's Dete

L=scelo | 209 |13.63 | 13 7.66 1 - 3k

—ten o o ——

Revrorded J=scele ! 338% 11,11 13 776 .1-~"38
i
i
i
|
FC-2 ,,

% 58 glven rcmworded Lescalo immedictoly following RFC-1 not
included.

#Ss given RFC-1 imicdictely fellowing roworded /-scals not

includod,
§a
E
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difforcd sipgnificantly (g £ +001) from the cther groups on tho J.=-scale
(efs 15)s Sinco FC-2 scorcs did not differ in tho four groupe, they
wero combined)

Hoan RFC-1 scorcs worc sipnificently highor then FC-2 (p « o0R),
cven though tho dlii‘fcrcnco wos lcss then one noint, end is, porhepe,
unimportent, Both scts of scores in tho rroscnt oxporiment were higher
then corrosponding FC-1 rnd FC-2 mcens obteincd by lcinoman (p & «001).
The variability of tho UIrC-1 scorcs wrs smollcr than thet shovm by
Hoincmen for FC-1l. Bertlott's tost of homogencity of verience indicatod
that tho roduction in verdence weos significont et the 401 lovol of confi-
dencoe. Tho distribuvtion of reowordod [~-ecelo scorcs wes shovm to be posi-
tivoly skowod by o test given by lieNemor (6), with the doviation from
nornnlity significant et the 4001 lovel of confidonce, The diatributicn
of QFC-1 scorcs did not doprert significantly from narmelity, although
the skovmess indcx s ncgative. The distribution of FC-2 scoros veas
ncgetively skewod a4 tho o001 lowvel of confidonccs Tho positive skevr-
ncss of the roworded J/~scale distribution and its climination in the
ArC-1l distribution wcro consistcent with Heoincman's intorpretation of

a deerceso in influonce of socinl favorability on forced choico scorcs,

Roletion Betwoen Linxioty end Difforontisl Eyolid Conditioning

The means and SD's of conditioncd cyclid responscs to the positive
stimilus for thc two enxiour groups, HA end. HFC, and the two nonsnxious
groups, L& ond LFC, erc given in Teblo Le Teblo § sumusrizos the ann-
1ysis of verionce for thosu dates It 14 apparcnt that tho anxious groups

shoviod & highcr lovel of rosponso then the nonanxiouse The F for anxioty




Teblc L

Frequency of CR's to Positive Stimulvs
Amxdous ~ Nonenxious

W tomsagre N 20t ]
N M SD N M SD

I
t
Scc.lc!
A 13 23.35 10.44 13 18,62 11,60
FC 18 27,70 11,27 18 16.78 10.28
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level wes sl nificant at the ,01 level of confidence. The difference
betiwreen level of rerformance of anxious and nonarxious S8 wes slichtly
greater when anxiety vas measuresd bv the forced choice form than when it
was measured by the A-scale. However, noither the effects of scale nor
the anxiety by scale interaction differed from chance expectation,

The rieens end S$D's of conditioned responses to the negat:t\;e stim=
ulus aro given in Table 6, The sunmiery of the analysis of variance for
tiiese cata is shown in Table 7, AS in the cese of the results for the
nositive stiilus, level of respense weg significantly hivher for the
anxious than for nonamiious S8. Again; the diflevence in level of
performance between aniious and nonan:dous 98 was mreater when anxiety
was measwred by the ferced choice form than when it was reasursd by the
A-sccle, bul not simificently so. The results indic-te thet both RFC-
1 and the A-scale wore effective in predicting level of »erformance in
differential eyelid concitioninz. DBut there vas no statisticelly siz-
nificant evidence that one was nore wseful tlian thc cther,

Since there were fewer Ss desisnated in the anxious extreme when
Rl'C-1 was used than when the A-3cele was used, due to chance variations
in setting cut-off points, it is possible thet LFC Sg may generally have
been less anxious than LA Sz. Ilowever, exemination of Tables L and 6
indicites that, if tlids wcs so, it wes not rgflacted in »nerformance,
since tle level of -~crformance for ths noneniious groups was very nearly

equal, with LFC Ss showing a slizhtly poorer jerformence with respect

T

to the positive stimulus and slishtly better »erforrance on the negative,

stimulus, as conpared with LA Ts,



16

Teblo 6
Froquoncy of CR's to Negative Stimvlus
:.n:iicus _’Iil.ono.nxioua
Scalej N M €D N M SD
13 1R31L 9660 13 11.31 10415
FC 18 22.28 11,20 18 12,70 8,78
% Tablo 7
Surmory of JLnalysis of Varienco of CR's 1o Nogotive Stimulus
o= e e ey
Sourco af 1S Z P
R CS SO Ak | SRR, SU— ___--Fm._- JPURFN R —
Senle 1 111,70 1.05 NS,
inxiety 1 1107,16 10.38 <.01
8 %1 1 23459 022
1ithin groups 58 106,62
Total 61
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Vorbal. oarning

Toble 8 shovis the tncens ond _S_l_?'a of tho irror escoros in thoe pairod
cssocintes loorning for the enxiosus orours, H. ond HFC, cond for tho
nonenxious groups, L. ond LFCs Tcbleo 9 prescnts the anclysis of var-
ionee for these detae Lewvol of performence, in torms of crror scoroes,
wes botier for anxious than for the nonanxious groups, ot tho 402 lcwl
of confidencos In contrest to tho oyolid conditioning rosults, tho
diffcrenco in lewl of porformance betwuon onxious ond noncnxious Ss
was greater vhon armpdcty weos measurod by the J-scole than vhen it wes
ncesurcd by tho foreod choilec forms Howover, this difforocnce wes not
sipnificont, Thosc results were consistent with the intorproteotion
thet both tho roewordod J.-sorlo end RFC-1 werce about cjuelly usoful in
predicting lovel of nerformance in & wverbel loarning situction in which

the mumber ond strengths of cempeting responscs cre roletively low,

Surmery

The :prc.scnt study wos concornoed with tho construction and cveluation
of 2 rovised forced choicc form (RFC) of tho roworded Teoylor licnifest
inxicty Scele (18)s  Tho mcthod of construction follewed tho general
proccdurc cmployed by Heineoman (_3_) in the devilomncnt of ¢ forced choicao
form of tlo originel Teylor scelc, and was doviscd to roduce tho offocts
of possible tondoneics by S8 to considor tho sociel dosirebility of
particuler respons.s,

Tho deta obterincd from adninistration of the RIFC ond Toylor's ro-
warded J~-scale to L70 S8 indicetcd thot the QFC is lcss susccptible

then the A-scrle to tho cffocts of favorability, o8 shovm by tho
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Tablo 8

Numbor IZrrors in Vorbel Losrning

! inxicus Nononxioue

Scelo ] N u §2 N M §2

s o P @ ot S e o
.

L 118 167 7.73 | 18 25.80 21.23
¢ | 16 22,75 10,1k | 16 30.75 17.L9S
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Teble 9

Surnery of ineclysis of Verdienco of Errors in Vorbel Leecrning

Source at 15 g P

Secle 1 75249k 3.06 NS,

Amcioty | 1 1534425 642l <02
S x4 1 3k.00 1L
{iithin groupe | 3N 2h5, 72

t

Totel f 67 |
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olinination of skownuss and o lover nogetive corrclation with the MPI
K=8cclce Hovovor, tho rclicbility of tho RFC wes significently lovor
than that of tho rowverded /=-8cele, ~nd £lso lower tian Hoincmente forcod
cholco scelcse The moen scoro for RPC wes groeter, ond tho verisbility
vies snellcr than that for Hoincmonts serlo,

Four ;roups composcd of 18 anxious Ss soloctod fror: tho upper
oxtrono ond 18 nonanxioue S8 golocted from the lowor oxtrero of the
RFC, ond 13 Ss in cech group sclected from the uppor ond lower cxtromos
ef the roworded A-scole participoted in o diffurcntiel cyolid conditione-
ing aituction, .nxious Ss showed o significently highor level of ree
sponso to beth positive cnd nogetive stimli than nonersdious 8s. Thore
wes no signifioont offcct cssocieted viith the form of the tust, 1. cey
RFC vBe fi~802loes Four groups of Ss, 16 solected fron oach oxtruno of
RFC end 18 fron occh cxtromo of tho roworded /-scclo, loarned o sinplo
list of peircd=cssocict.ss .rxious Ss showod faowor orrors in lcarning
tho 1ist than did aonenxious Ss, but thero was no cvidonco thot ona
sonlo vias significoantly noro uscful then tho othor,

Thoso results indicated that, nlthough thoe forced-chodce form of
tho nanifcst snxicty tost mey be less influcncod by fovorebility factors
then tho convontioncl [~scale, therc is no rocason to supposc that tho
tvo forms diffor in their ability to rrodict performmnec in oyelid con-
ditiining or simplo wvorbel loarning.
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